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Thank you, Mr. President. The United States is pleased to be able to join consensus on this 
resolution on the right to food. 

Combating global hunger and promoting food security is a key foreign policy objective of President 
Obama and his Administration. The United States, along with other countries, has pledged its 
commitment to the Millennium Development Goal of reducing by half the proportion of people who 
suffer from hunger and who live in extreme poverty by 2015. At the July 2009 "G8 Plus" Summit in 
L'Aquila, Italy, the United States, along with more than 25 countries and organizations, agreed on 
principles for a comprehensive and coordinated approach to support country-led food security 
strategies, and collectively pledged $20 billion over the next three years to that effort. President 
Obama committed to invest at least $3.5 billion to sustainable agricultural development over the 
next three years in support of these principles. In November 2009, the principles were endorsed by 
193 countries as the "Rome principles" at the World Summit on Food Security in Rome. We are 
working together with our partners to implement these principles in support of country-owned 
agriculture and food security strategies on the ground and look forward to continuing that important 
work. 

The United States is not a party to the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural 
Rights, and by joining consensus on this resolution does not recognize any change in the current 
state of conventional or customary international law regarding rights related to food. It is our 
objective to achieve a world where everyone has adequate access to food, but we do not treat the 
right to food as a formal enforceable obligation. We interpret this resolution's references to the 
right to food, with respect to States Parties to the aforementioned Covenant, in light of its Article 
2(1), in which they undertake to take steps "with a view to achieving progressively the full 
realization" of economic, social, and cultural rights. And while the United States has for the last 
decade been the world's largest food aid donor, we do not concur with any reading of this resolution 
that would suggest that states have particular extraterritorial obligations arising from a right to food. 

We emphatically support what we see as the chief objective underlying this resolution - achieving 
greater global food security - but we have concerns about many of the points made in the 
resolution. Our concerns include the resolution's unbalanced concentration on certain categories of 
countries, evidenced by its frequent use of phrases such as "particularly in developing countries." 
While we recognize that concerns regarding food security are much greater in some developing 
countries, this resolution's unfortunate imbalance could be seen as contrary to the fact that human 
rights concerns are universal. We reiterate that human rights obligations do not apply differently in 
different categories of countries. 

This resolution reiterates previous language expressing grave concern that the world food crisis 
continues to seriously undermine the realization of the right to food for all. We believe that the 
underlying causes of the food price crisis persist and the state of hunger in the world demands 



urgent action. However, global food prices have fallen significantly since their peak in 2008, and the 
language does not reflect this. 

Several unattributed statements of a technical or scientific nature in this resolution, such as those 
providing statistics on numbers of malnourished and hungry people, and those describing the effects 
of climate change on food production, also raise concerns. Institutionally, the Human Rights Council 
lacks the technical expertise and subject-matter knowledge required to make such statements on its 
own, nor does it have fact-finding mechanisms, so we believe that such statements should be either 
attributed to some other body with competence to make the relevant findings, or omitted. The 
United States does not necessarily agree with such unattributed technical or scientific statements. 

We share the resolution's concerns about the ability of producers and farmers to sell their products, 
in the sense that improvements to market access can contribute greatly to achieving food security. 
Improving access to markets and improving the functioning of markets are important components of 
the U.S. global hunger and food security initiative, Feed the Future. 

While we join this resolution's taking note with appreciation and welcoming, respectively, the work 
of the Special Rapporteur and the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, we note 
significant disagreements with portions of their recommendatory documents, including the Special 
Rapporteur's December 2009 report on agribusiness and the right to food, and the Committee's 
General Comment No. 12. We refer to our comments on the report earlier in this session, including 
that we "fundamentally disagree with [its] conclusion that a significantly higher level of 
governmental control over prices and labor markets would enhance food security." 

With respect to this resolution's statements regarding trade and trade negotiations, the United 
States believes that trade negotiations are beyond both the subject-matter and the expertise of the 
Human Rights Council and, hence, that such statements are inappropriate for the Council. In light of 
them, it is appropriate here to reaffirm that the United States is committed to international trade 
liberalization and to achieving an ambitious and balanced conclusion to the World Trade 
Organization's (WTO) Doha Round negotiations. By joining consensus on this resolution, we support 
the new market opening that can be achieved through international trade agreements, including the 
Doha Round, which in turn can generate the economic growth necessary to spur development. At 
the same time, we wish to clarify that this resolution will in no way undermine or modify the 
commitments of the United States or any other government to existing trade agreements or the 
mandates of ongoing trade negotiations. To be clear, it is the U.S. position that a free and open 
world trade system, under appropriate rules, can have significant benefits in the area of food 
security. 

I thank you Mr. President. 



